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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Intelligence Oversight: The Way It Should Be

In a May 19 Post articie concerning
gressional oversight of intelligence
Dave Durenberger stated.

Hyde doesn’t want oversight. . .. Henry
yde_wants a situation in which 3 few

buddies in the community are informed

and that takes care of Congress and the
gu Y

comments reflect a_serious

m

creating a joint_committee on_inteli-

gence, which now has 158 bipartisan
c It enjoys such Wﬂé!; read
%use it is viewed cﬁﬁel

s as
s responsible congressional
ov%%t. it 1S also seen as the best

available for
deterioration in relations between Con-
gress and the mtelligence community
wi

most_vital ingredient in the oversight
process.

The senator apparently believes that
the oversight and analytical capabilities
of congressmen sitting together as a
joint committee would somehow evapo-
rate. Quite frankly, I don’t follow this
logic. The notion of a joint committee is
comparable to an ongoing House/Senate
conference committee, Anyone who has
observed a conference committee
knows that the often intense “competi-
tive analysis” of the issues between
conferees is one of its most useful
features,

HJ. Res. 7 requires the bipartisan
membership of the joint committee to
be_drawn from the four committees i

each House that historically have exer-
cised some overs@t over intelligence
activitieg—Forei. i i
lations, Appropriations, ices
and Eudiciary.

t's a far cry from “a few buddies”

being informed, as Sen. Durenberger
claims,
The senator recently noted in a Hale

Institute pamphlet “that the budget re-
view process currently carried on by
both House and Senate intelligence
committees is crucial for effective con-
gressional oversight. A joint committee
without such authority would have little

if any real influence over the conduct of

intelligence activities.” That's a vaiid
point. Consequently, HJ. Res. 7 stipu-
lates that the joint committee shall have
exclusive legislative jurisdiction with re-
spect to any intelligence activity con-
ducted by any agency or department of
the federal government,

A joint oversight panel with equitable
party membership, supported by a
small, professional staff, would diminish
the possibilities for partisan posturing
and significantly reduce the number of
individuals with regular access to sensi-
tive information. This would not oniy
minimize the risk of damaging unauthor-
ized disclosures, but it would also sub-
stantially increase the likelihood that the
FBI and the Justice Department would
identify sources of leaks.

A joint committee would also elimi-
nate &e possibility of intelligence agen-
cies’ playing one committee against the
other. Furthermore, it w
simplify the problem of handling the

classified data that the two intelligence
committees and others now regularly

receve,

Congress has increasingly insisted up-
on being briefed and consulted by the
executive branch on national security
and foreign policy questions. This is
particularly true during fast-breaking
crisis situations. A consolidated panel
would provide one point of congressional
contact in such instances.

A bipartisan Senate Select Commit-
how to str te’s commit-

tee system, The panel en
the joint committee concept in its

report to the Senate in December 1984,
Eﬁ Baker % g g gunn.
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